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REMARKS 

Reconsideration and allowance are respectfully requested. Claims 1-4 and 6-20 are 
currently pending and stand rejected. No new matter has been added. 

§ 103 rejections 

Claims 1-3 and 6-20 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Patent No. 4,926,707 to Yamada in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,523,661 to Okada et al. 
("Okada"). Applicant respectfully traverses this rejection. 

The Office Action admitted that Yamada does not disclosed a motor that is driven in a 
single direction to move the output member from the first output position to the second output 
position and from the second output position to the first output position. However, the Office 
Action asserted that Okada teaches a motor that drives in a single direction and argued that "it 
would have been obvious ... to drive the motor in a single direction as taught by Okada ct al. in 
the system of Yamada as it simplifies the control circuit (current only needs to flow in one 
direction)" (p. 3). Applicant respectfully disagrees. 

Contrary to the Office Action's assertion, there is no motivation to incorporate a motor 
that drives in a single direction in the system of Yamada because such a system simply will not 
work and render Yamada completely inoperable and unsatisfactory for its intended purpose. "Tf 
the proposed modification would render the prior art invention being modified unsatisfactory for 
its intended purpose, then there is no suggestion or motivation to make the proposed 
modification." MPEP § 2143.01 . 

As previously noted, during powered operation of the device in Yamada, the cam 
follower 76 moves along the cam groove 70 as the disk turns counterclockwise (col. 4, line 67 to 
col. 5, line 11). To move the cam follower 76 from 70a to 70b (corresponding to 70aX and 70bX, 
respectively, in Figure 17) the motor must turn the disk clockwise, in the opposite direction, so 
that the cam follower travels back around the cam groove 70 from 70a to 70b. As can be seen in 
Figures 7, 9 and consequently Figure 17, there is no other way for the cam follower 76 to move 
in opposite directions along the cam groove 70 without turning the motor in opposite directions 
as well. 
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If a motor powered in a single direction were incorporated into Yamada, the cam follower 
76 can move along the cam groove 70 only in a single direction as well. One of ordinary skill in 
the art would have viewed a single-direction motor as being wholly inappropriate for the system 
in Yamada because the entire structure of Yamada depends on a dual -direction motor. 
Incorporating a single direction motor in Yamada would require extensive reconfiguration of the 
various camming structures so that it would be possible to move the output device from a first 
output position to a second output position and from a second output position to a first output 
position without changing the operational direction of the motOT, reconfiguration that is simply 
not suggested in Yamada or Okada, either alone in combination. Thus, Yamada fails to anticipate 
claims 1 -3 and 6-20, and withdrawal of the rejection is respectfully requested. 

Claim 4 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Yamada in 
view of U.S. Patent No. 5,722,272 to Bridgeman et al. ("Bridgeman"). Applicant respectfully 
traverses this rejection. 

Claim 4 depends on patentable claim 1 and is therefore also patentable for the reasons 
explained above. Adding Bridgeman to Yamada still fails to suggest the claimed invention 
because Bridgeman also fails to show a powered output member that operates in the claimed 
manner. The Office Action therefore fails to establish a prima facie case of obviousness with 
respect to claim 4. Withdrawal of the rejection is respectfully requested. 

All objections and rejections having been addressed, it is respectfully submitted that the 
present application is in condition for allowance, and a Notice to that effect is earnestly solicited. 
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Applicant believes that no additional fees are necessary, however, the Commissioner is authorized 
to charge Deposit Account No. 50-1482 in the name of Carlson, Gaskey & Olds for any additional 
fees or credit the account for any overpayment. 

Respectfully submitted, 




, Reg. No. 36 : 
Carlson, Gaskey & Olds 
400 W. Maple Road, Ste. 350 
Birmingham, MT 48009 
Dated: /H/'Of (248)988-8360 

CERTIFICATE OF FACSIMILE 

I hereby certify that this correspondence is being facsimile transmitted to the United States Patent and 
Trademark Office, (703) 872-9306, on November 1 1-2004.. 




Beth A Beard 
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